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T Publiched by Thomas Ritchic, xearly op-
porite the Glabe Tavern, Richmond, Virginia.

(T CONDITIONS :—Five dollars a year, to
be paid annually in aloance. Those wha wish to
be considered as annual subscribers, must hereafter
designate it at the time of subscribing, atherwise

their s will be discontinued a; the rxp:‘;an’u;
ke first year. No paper can be stopped unti
:{a" e have é'uz {:ﬁd of-—Gu‘??ncn-p-

tances, in, Ec'dmwad nnly, witl be received in pap-
ment. The same rule as to Advertizements.

FOR SALE AT THIS OFFICE:

The 5th Volume of the Enquirer, compleat,
bound in boards.

VIRGINIA DERATES, in the Convention,
‘bound in calf, sheep and boards.

‘BURR'S TRIAL, for Treason and for a Mis-
démeanor, in boards—By D. Robertson.

. Lerrens on the Subject of 'THE CATHO-
1.ICS— By Peter Plymley—from the 11th London
Edition.

BLANKS, for Lawyers, Clerki, Sheriffs, Con?
stables, Merchants, {-c. C-c. which will “also be
printed aecording to any form exhibited, at tire
shortest notice.

THIS DAY IS PUBLISHED,

A New Theory,

The DIURNAL ROTATION OF TIIE
: LEARYH :

Demonstrated upon Mathematical Principles,
from the properties of the Cycloid and the Epi-
Cycloid.

WITH
AN APFLICATION OF THE THEORY,

To the explanation of the varioua Phenomena of
the Winds, Tideand of those Stony and Me-
tallic concretions which kave fallen lrom Hea-
ven upon the surfuce of the Earth.

By JORN WO0D,
Aathor of Elements of Percfiective, fivin-
ted in London, in 1799.
December 14.

ANK OF VIRGINIA.-The Stackhiolders

are hereby notified that the first Monduy in
January, is the day appointed by law for a gen-
eral mecting, for the purpose of choosing Direc-
tors of the-Bank and the seversl ofiices of Dis-
count and Dapn=it -
JOHN BROCKENBRQUGH, Cash’r.
December 12, epot

HE Subscriber has commenced and will
continue to practise LAW, in the Superior

and Inferior Couris of Caroline and Essex coun-
ties : letters addressed torhim to the Bowling-
CGreen Post-Olfice will be attended tn,
FOHN BAYLIOR.
Yy

New.Market, Dec. 12.
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FASHIONABLE

BOOT & SHOE-NMAKERS,
"FHE Subscribeys next door
above Messrg Prosser and
{ Mouncure's Vendue-Office, jms:
{ Jrom  Philadelphia—have com-
menced the manulucture of Joors
and Shoes, ot the most fashiona-
ble shapes, neatly and faithfully
made oul of the best materials,
| selected with much care and at-
; : tention in Phisldelphia—Tliose
who mny taror them with their custom nay rely
wnon being nearly fitted, wnd promptly sténded
to,

Orders from the Country shall be duly execu~
ted and are respectiully solicited. And they
wrust that by their assiduity and attention lht:;
will merit a shure of patranage in the line of tlieir
Jrrofession.

CAMPBELL & PAUL.

Three or four good Journeymen will meet em-
Ji.n)' aAs Above,
i

wov:mber 14,

Y virtue of the last will and testament of Ro
} bert Means, decl. will be sold ta the high-
est bildder, anr Wednesday, the Srd day o! Junua.
1y next, i fuir, otherwise the nextfair duy, the
LAND and PLANTATION bulenging to the
suid Robert Means, dec'd. inthe upper end of
Henrico county, contwining, sccording te the
deeds, three hundred and seventy-three ucres, &
lying onthe Threc-nstched road, aboul a mile and
2 lialf sbove the short Pump. ‘There are, on the
premises, a two story dwelling-house, having two
rooms below, with a passage, and two above, »
grainery, stable, Kitchen, and an n_rt‘.l!.-vd of ap
pleand peach trees.  The lands will be sold ac
cord.ag to the deeds, aml the sale will tuke place
at the dwelling-house. The terms  will e, one
hall of the purchuse woney to be puid at the end
of twelve months, and the other at the end of two
years, from the day of the sale: The purchaser
to give bond and approved security, with a deed
of trust upon the property, Lo sccure puyment ot
the pocclinse morey,

DANIEL CALL,

utow of she ‘Lleeraznent and lost TRl of
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FROM THE NATIONAL INYELLIGENGER.

EXPOSITION OF
TRE CONDUCT OF TXAE HONORAPLE
FRANCIS JAMES JACKSON,
I¥ RIS CORRESPONDENCE

WITH ROBERT SMITH, ESQ.
SECRETARY OF STATE.»
(coNcLEDED.)

But the American administrdtion would
net be provoked intoan early and abrupt re.
jection of the hope of accommodation, even
through such an ungracious minister as Mr.
Jackson, The President and his counsel-
lors appear to have been determined to
probe Mr. Jackson more closely as to the
object of his mission, and to bring him strict-
ly to the test, inthe expectation th4t he had
still in store the precious balm which was to
heal the festeri:ig wounds of the nation.—Ac-
cordingly, Mr. Smith addressed to him on
the 19th October, a very lucid and masterly
letter, the commencement of which exposes
the friwolity of the exception which Mr.
Jackson had taken to the prescription Af
written for verbal communications, The
reader must be amused with the aukward and
émbarrassed escape which the new envoy
makes from the perplexity of ignorance and
humiliation which he had presumptuously
bronght upon himself. Noadditional weight
can be given, by any remarks inthis place,
to the overwhelming arguments bv which
Mr. Smith demonstrates the propriety of
Mr. Jackson’s nrefenting a formalexplana.
tien ot the true cause of the disavowval of

THURS DAY,

real nature and extent of Mr. Erskine’s in-
structions; :und avers, if they had been
known to be such as Mr. Jackson asserts
them to be, ne compact would have been
made. It will .be seen in the conclusion by
what a feeble sophism the new envoy at-
teinptsto evade the force of this fact.
Referring the reader tothe correct eluci-
dations which are -given by Mr, Smitl, in
his letter of the 19:h of Octeber, on the se-
veral interesting topics in dispute berween
the United States and Great Britain, and
garti_cularly to the conciliatory offer of the
resident to comprehend the orders in coun-
cil ir a general negociation, the writer of
this exposition proceeds to the 1=:fer of Mr.,
Jackson to Mr. Smith of the 23d October.
This letter is remarkable, among other
peints, for the very unsatisfactory explana -
tion it furnishes of the reasons for disavow .
ing Mr. Erskine’s arrangement. It was
disavowed, Mr. Jackson asses 5, because
his predecessor had wuo authority to con-
clude it. ‘There iano reference to the equi -
fy & justice of the terms; no ** strong and
solid reasons” in relation to the rights of
the United States.  But, simply, the act
was disavowed, because the miniater was
unauthorized te conclude it, This certainly
is & convenient, if not a legol excuse,—
It is one which may at all times and
under all circumstances be resorted to.—
Notlting more is necessary than to de.
lare that a minister has %ot compre-
hended his instructions, and the most
solemn engagements are atanend. PBut this
is neither law nor good faith. Suppoesing
that the violation of instructions is good cause
for disavowing an arrangement, the mere

DECEMBEF 14, 1809.
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saying &0 is no comperent and satisfactory
explanation to the disappointed party. Itis
incumbent on the disavowing party to shew
that they have been vinlated; that is, the
disapnointing party should firove the fact of
violation. M. Jackson has not done this.—
He refers to a printed despatch of the 224
January, and offers his bare word for ail the
rest. Where arethe * zeveral” letters of
instructions mentioned by Mr. Erskine ? Why
not produce the original paper of the des-
patch of January 923d, that is, the manu

serifit of it?  Why, in an official proceed.
ing, refer to a copy which appeared in the
newspapers? And where is the instruc-
tion relative to the Chesapeake? Did Mr.
Erskine exceed his orders in that respect
also? Mr. Jackson says he did; but Mr.
Jackson produces ne copy, (not even a prin-
ted one,) of the instructiens on that head :—
Is this what Vattel, (an anthority fully ad.

Mr. Erskine’s arrangement, nor to the sa.
gacity and just reasoning with which the |
Secretary of State points out an untruth ad-
vanced by the representative of his Britan-
nic majesty relative to thatexplanation hav-
ing hoen made in London to Mr. Pinkney ;
nor any force added tothe repulsion of Mr.
Jackson’s insinuation that the government of
the United States had manifested no dissa-
tisfaction at the disavowal of the arrange.
ment. .

Itis in his letter of the 19th of October,
Mr. Smith states, that Mr., Erskine « did
prescent for his consideration the three con-
ditions' contained in the printed despatch
of Mr. Canning of the 231 of January ; but
that, finding they were rejected, Mr. Ers-
kine proposed others which others were ac-
cepted. Itis particularly recommended to
the reader to peruse tweé orthree times, and

.H

insult after being told that it was inadmis-
sible; and insisting on'the untruth in the
most unequivocyl terms, openly and imper-
atively avowed his resolution to * cenrinue’
the same line of conduct. There was no
Beoasibility of forbearing any longer; it had

¢f { om the government, and accordingly he
was cut off.

The evasion which Mr.Jackson afterwards
attempted to palm upon the Secretary of
State, is the basest of all possible subterfu-
ge=s. Makipg se of Mr. Oakicy's name, he
says, ‘“one of the facts alluded to [the com
munication of the conditions by Mv. Erskine]
has been admitted by the Secretary of State
himself;” and, * that that instruction [of
January 23d] is the only one in which the
conuitions were preseribed, is known to me.”
He then proclaims, thatit was for * stating
these facts and adhering to them,” that he
was dismissed by the President.  So far from
this liaving been the ground for discarding
him, itis confidently aifirmed by the writer
of fhis article, thatif Mr; Jackson, in his lat-
ters to the Secretary of State, had advanced
nothing more than what he does in Mr,
Qakeley's note, the government of the Uni-
terd States wonkd certainly have taken noof-
fence at it. But Mr. Jackson's insinuations
and assertions were of a very different com-
plexion. They were 7ot that Mr, Smith
admitted ove fact that Mr. Jackson knew
another fact; but that, Mr. Swith having
stated to Mr. Jackson, that * after the expli
cit & peremptory asseveration that this g
vernment had no such knowledge [of the
despatch] and that with such a knowledge
no such arrangement would have been en
tered into, the view, which you hove again
presented of the subject, makes it my duty
to apprise you, that such insinuations are
inadmissible ;”  Mr. Jucksen replied after
other remarks, * least of all shoald I think of
uttering an insinuvation where I was unable
to substantiate a fact.” A maa sofully con
victed of pgevarications can surely have na
credii with the public. .

It will beobserved, that the ground of
Mr. Jacksan’s disgrace, is not a disagree-
ment as o firrsonal veracity between Mr.
Smith and Mr. Frskine, uor between Mr.
Smith and Mr. Jackson ; but it is exclusive-
ly mquestion, whether Mr. Jackson, in un
ofticial correspondence with the American

question the veracity of the power with
whom -he was treating; not. whether Mr.
Smith told the rruth or whether Mr, Jack-

with attention, that part of Mr. Smith’s
letter im question which jmmediately fol-
lows this statement ; it places the subject in
so cleara lightthat it cannot he mistaken ;
and, in a special manner, let this expressi-
on of the Secretary of State be remarked,
viz: “ Thathe [Mr. Erskine] fad, or at
least, that he believed he had sufficient au-
thority to cosclude the arrangement, Ais
formal azsurances during our discussions
were suclaszto leave no room for doubt.”—
Upon this ground, then, the American gov.
ernment acted, namely ; Mr. Erskine ver-
bally suggested three propositions which
have since appeared to bg the three condi-
tions embraced in the despatch from Mr.
Caunning of the 23d of January, and which
were rejected by Mr. Smith: and, when
the late British minister proposed others
more consanant to equity and of coarse more
agreeable, he gave formal assurances to
the Secretary cfState, that he was authori.
sed to make them the basis of the arrange-
ment. Mr. Eyskine did not tell Mr, Smith
(nor does Mr. Smith say he did, and Mr,
Jackson himseif does nst sfienly assert it)
that the three conditions first suggested were
the on/y ones which his instrustions contain-
ed. The Secretary of State made no engu;-
ry in that respect. It was none of the Se-
cretary’s business. Tt was for Mr. Erskine
tolookz to it that he did not disobey the or-
ders of the king his master, Mr. Smith was
treating with the British accredited minis-
ter; n minister with e full general frower to
act for the British government,. Mr. Ers-
kine never asheswed his instructions to Mr.
Smith, as Mr. Jackson admits; but merely
in a verbal way, as any man in making a
bargain wouold do, proposed them exp-ri-
mentally. e did precisely what an indivi

dnal does at market; when he could not
make the arrangement, (or, in other words
purchase whathe wanted) at one price, he
gaveanother, 1If he disobe=yed his instructi-
ons, that, as Mr. Smith very justiy remarks,
“* is a question essentially between him and
1is government.”  Mr. Erskine himself in
his letter to Mr, Smith, asserts unreserved.
ly, that * he conceived he fud conformed
tothis majesty’s wishes; andto the spirit, at
least, of his instructions.” To this opinion

mitted by Mr. Jackson,) would cali a*srrang
and solid reason 2 Mr, Jackson’s mere
word, unsupported by corroborating vouch-
ers or circumstances, cannot be received as
evidence inthe case ; yet he off=rs no ather -
and in this view it is worthy of notice, that
Mpr. Jackson claims for himself thac weight
of credibility which he denies to Mr: Smith
and to the President. Ia requires that his
solitary declaration (a2 declaration vitiated
by his tergiversations) should be taken in
support and for full proof of afact, and at the
same time more than insinuates that Mr.
Smith’s word, and the asseverations of the
President through Mr. Smith, are not enti-
tled'to belief.

The reader will observe, that Mr, Smith
in his letter ofthe 19th of Oct. says, ** the
declaration that the despatch from Mr.
Canning to Mr. Erskine cf the 234 of Janua

ry isthe only despatch by which the condi.
tions were prescribed to Mr. Erskine for
the cenclusion of an arrangement on the
matter to which it relates, is now for the
first time made to this government.” Mr,
Jackson had read this nbservation when he
wrote his reply of Oct. 23d, from which the
fullowing is an extract:

* So far from the terms which he [Mr.
Erskine] was actually indiced to accept
having been contemplated in that instruc-
tion, ke himself states that they were sun-
STITUTED by You [the Secretary of Stare]
in lien of those originally proposed.?”

‘This is not only anuntruth as it respects
Mr. Smith, but it is a palpable departure
from veracity in regard to Mr. Erskine.—
The latter gentleman has no where assertad,
(it is confidently affirmed, ) that Mr. Smith
subsatituted conditions. The inducement
with Mr. Erskine for aoncluding the agree-
ment of the 19th of April, arose as he avers
in his letterof August 14th, from ‘‘a ko

rough conviction in his mind, that he was
acting in conformity with his majes'y’s wish

ea.”  Mr. Smith neither solicited him to ac-
cept nortoreject ;—all the propositions came
from Mr, Frskine. Theve could be no pos

sible motive on the part of the American
overnment o urge Mr, Irskine to depart
rom tke tenor of his instructions, or the

1son told the truth ; but whether the Execu-

ited States and Mr. Jackson, and the peint

tive of the United States was to suffer itsels
to be repeatedly and unequivocally stigma-
tised with the imputation of faisehood, —
The pith and substance of it is this: Would
a private gentleman in negociating any bu- |
siness whatever with another person, put up |
with the lie direct? Apply the answer to
the case between the government of the Uni-

isdecided to the satisfaction of every Ame-
rican citizen who loves his country and ve-
nerates the constitution,  Mr, Jackson was
doubtless, at full liberty to amplify and en-
force any respectful propositions that ha ad-
vanced, by all the arguments within his
reach, provided they were decorously urg-
ed; but it was departing from eyery cus-|
tomaiy rule of diplainatic deportment, which |
prevails even in time of war, to draw infer-
ences and to iasist upon conclusions, which
are neither deducible from the circumstan-
ces which he cites, nor warranted by the
evidlence which he quotes in suppert of
them. How mueh less was it pormissible to
invent fucts which Lkad no fuundation in
truth.

Supposing, nevertheless, that Mr. Eps.
kine fad stated, that Mr.Smith substituted
conditions for him, by what new rule of lo
wic is it, that Mr. Erskine, whom Mr. Jack-
son represents as having departed from the
conditions of his instructions as wellas hay-
ing affirmed to the government of the Unit-
ed States an untruth, is to be reseived asa
competent and credible witness as to a fact
which is denied by the government which
he has deceived?  Such sophistry cannot be
supported by the mo.t cunning lawyer or
subtle casuist. There is, indeed, nothing
more inconsistent, than Mr. Jackson’s false
reasoning, from the beginning 1o the end of
the correspondence. The length of the cor-
respondence and the diffusiveness of his style
may, for an instant, embarrass the under-
standing ; but when his anti-neutral doe-
trines and adti- American prejudices are es-
sentially comprehended, their fiagrant and

come indispenssbly necessary to cut Aim |
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insulted the government; he repeated the fied interdiction of all trade with the Cie.

‘my” in neutral bottoms en American ac-
| count; declaving it to be “matter of jner
| ference to Great Hritain, swhether the ordes
i council be continued, or an nrrregement
' by mutual consent substituted in its raon., =
{ Inbrief, Mr. Juckson was ot authorized 1
{ renew the three conditions, becanse they .
would not be accepred by the Presideny;
and he was instructed to propose no vew
ones, because the British government would
yield to nothlng but the tAree conditions. 1
a doubt exists upon the 'subject, let the rea-
derinspect the new cnvoy’s letter of the 4th
of November, wherein he says, * before the
ordersin council can be vevoked, their ol
Ject muse e obtained iy some other way,
And ene of those orders, to wit, that of the
26th of April, the nne which is now in ope-
rative existence, Mr. Juckson aflirms, * js
more restrictive than those of Novem ber,
1807  These declarations on the part of
the discarded ' minister, exfiluin swhat te
mneans in his letterof the 23d Octobey, when,
in speeking of lnisi'ruclions. he annouoces
that they ** look to substituting for Ne+ 1o
F good . understanding, erToncously entey.
tained, PRACTICAL STIPUL AT1GNS 5n which
a real reconciliation of all differences m
be substantially tounded”” ‘Chat is, the
guitzble and lawful ciafms of the United
States are considersd as mere “ vorronsg.”
for which netions My, Jackson's instruclions
empower himto “sudsiiture’ “pascrrcar
STIPVLATIONS," which firactical stifiule
onts are the three conditisnsof the despatch
of the 93d o'} shiary, or “the order in coun.
cil of the 26th 6f April, which is more 1rg-
trictive, than thosa of M vember, 1807,
and which, in principle, (and in praciice
toe, with eceasionnl variations,) his Basitan.
nic Ma Yean never cease tomaintain.’
M. Smaith, in his letter o Mr. Pinkney
of November the 230, has placed the sub-
ject of the disavawal of Mr. Frskine’s ar-
rangement in o fair alight, and exposed <o
completely the frivolity of the prevences ap-
on which as disavowed, that bet very
few ndditional strictures, in that patticalar, +
will be introduced into this expositio
these will be covfined o the tenor of t)

2 8-
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patch oif the 234 of January, which Mr,
Erskine is suid to huve violaid., Que of Lthe
conditiens prescribed in that despatch, was

in the following words ;

* 3d. Great Britain, for the purpose of

government, was to be permitted to call in|securing the operationof the emYnrgo, and

of the bone fide intanticn of America 10 pre-
vent her citizen$ from troding with Frauce,

and the powers adepling and acting under

the French de€rees, is to be considirved as

being atliberty w captura all such Ameri-
can vessels as may be foumnd adtempting to
trade with the ports of any of these powers ;
without which security for the observance
of the emburgo, the raisny it Jnominzily
with respect to Great Britsin alone, wautd,

in fact, raise it with respect to all the
world.” y
¢ Inurging” this condition, Mr, Bmitk

very properly remarks, * Mr. Canning has

tiken a ground forhidden by those principles
of decorum which regulate awi mark
proceedings of gaversments tovards ench
other.” It was not only to chrain o Siledgs
against the bad /i) of the intention of the
American guvernment, us the Secretery of
State says ; butthe fderty
the condition requirad
even if the intention of the A
ment be an intention of 4
wounld be no securi
the fulfilment of it by na Gfthe Uni.

ted States, unless NAVY were af

fiberty to make prize of the vessels iund goods

of those citizers, who are by the condition

supposed to be so prefligate os not to cheythe |
laws of the'r country, and the constituted,
authorities so imbecile as not to be uhie
compel them to respect the nets of O
In effect, th:it the ficople “of the United
States are knaves and law hre and
their Congress and President o mpre cvplier.
The navy of Great Britain was ¢ "i’.{\l-lgﬂun
the latter and to make the former virtuous
And this condition, and the rhole depatch
was to be communicated /w crtenae, (in al,
its parts) to the chief mgisivate of the uati
on!

b

the

¢o cafilure which
inly wnplies, thar
n Eovern-
f v ¥et there
Cereat Buritain fop

(U]
oneregs,

npre
- .
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It seems to be of some importance (o the
merits of the case in question, to disevimi-
nate clearly hetween the act of a minister
concluding an agreement in virtue of A fuil
jtomwer in relation to the terms of the nEree-
ment, and the act of a minister clmt‘.h\-!hm:
such agreement by the authority of a generul
fiower (or letter of credence) to act tor his

tyrannical aspect will be manifest to e very If
individual in the c®mmunity. The new en. I'
voy admits, he evades, avows and disavows, |

sovereign' in any matter respecting which
he should be instructed, In the first ir
stance, the minister would have to produce

he adhered to the last moment of his remain-
ing inthe United States ; and the onlv revo
— |lution that ~ppears to have taken place in

ROBERT MEANS, Dec'd
tls

least disposition to substitute terms for him -
for what possible benefit conld accrue to My,
Smith or to the President by wheedling the

4 R [ isfe oruer e rer ° e
asserts, rejects, insinuates andequivocates, | ::;q{’ii'hhﬁt ::’ :h' government with which
y P \ he was 0y e o
all in a breath. The more ke wrote, the i !'m;‘“ o 1‘., ‘Ef’-“‘j']ﬂ S 1:16 FCCOIIUy
more he convinced the American govern- | ¢ ™ P DeiNg resident near the govein-

. LACHAIZL, TAYLOR ;

EEPLC

Ak Contemen of lichmond, and 1w vicinity, | vowal, “ that he had f‘ori‘l'\"'d an erroneons |y his government? Common sense rejects
thne he bos commoced business inthe house next 1}"' ment of his majesty’s viesvs and intenti. all such insinuations ; and that man must he
o Mo Nei Ysoatarey mupeestréet. where he lon.” which is an observation that Mr. Fors.

yoatid abtention Lo all commands,

ria ki v
the newest and
nentest [ashions
xovember 21, Dwhdwg
N. B, Three or four goad Workmen wanted,
to whem the highest wages will be geen.  Ap-
1y as above.

]

In Covxrciu,
e !I‘ () i\'r'.!'-!, 4]

Seprember 19th, 1809.
from and alier the first day
the Auditor be matrueted,

| Every G he, wh welvin by vietue of an o
&Y OF % ourt y 18 pr u ”'i""""'."
rwon whiose nune w not mentioned therein,

tire mueh prerson o proodote , nlso, an order

vt uf attarney from the individosl i whose

ar such ovder or cerig € of comwml was made,
o withe an, ol wirs il feast
enrtified by a M Or noLry s thnat
2 vithieicbond act v sipacd and ackoowled
1 iy am L pove peneral intorimation
o s pade s s ad dred, that a copy hereof b
poablisged i the Vi Argas, Esqoivery Pe.
tepsmgr In L Nortmk Herahd, Lyn=h

DUrg sLar, untom Eagowe and Wanchoster Ga
zette, once w week antil the b st day of janaary
Jrex!

Fxtraat from the Fournals,
DANIEL L, BYLTON,
erk gf the L sncil
§ ptember e wild

[I4s mind in relation to the subject, was 2
VLLY ntorms the Ladies and | fre?

+ I\ macdle known' to the

British minister into an accommuodation,
witich, if contrary to his orders, they would
have known would not have been accepted

ful conviction, occasioned by the disa-

the victim of credulity indeed, who can for
one instant believe that the Secretary of
State or that Mv. Madison would nag only
risk their reputations, bot place in jeopardy
a grent mass of property belonging te their
fellow-citizens, on the event of so {rail n
compact. Besitles, if Mr. Frskine had heen

(Kine mukes in his letter of the 14th of Au.
[gust 1o the Secretary of State, and which is
1a severe reproach on the British govern
{ment ; fully implying, that although the in
istraetions of My, Jackson's predecessor jus
tified the arrangement, yat that it was nei-
ther the * piew" nor the “intention® of

ment, that he was cither the mischievons !

instrument for perverting the good inienti- |
a designing ministry, whose evil schemes

low artifices.

In the preceding part of this exposition it
is remarked, that * a right examination of
the laoguage and spirit of Mr. Jackson's
letters, would evince, that the recapitulati.
on of the Secretary of State (as to what pas-
sed in official verbal conference,) is substan

weak enough to be their dupe, or sufficient.
lv wicked to combine with them, he ronld
hardly have sense enough orbe so honest as
to keep the secret.

{the British ministry that any arrangemont
an reasondble terms should bave been enter-
led into,

To the testimony of Mr. Frakine, and to
the reason of the casa, is added an explicit|
declaration of Mr. Smith, that the circum. |

wice that the cespatch of the 234 of Janu-
ity from Mr, Canning to Mr. FErskine, was
(the only ome which anthorised him to pro
|pose conditions, ** swas for the firat time
govcrnment of the U,
nckson himself, in his letter
of the 11th October,

“ And [Mr. Smith continnes) T need hardly
add, that if that despateh had been commu
nicated at the time «f the artanicement, or
i1t hedd been known that the propositions
{eoutainad in ir, and which were at first pre
tsented by Me. Erckine, were the enly ones
{on which he was auhorised to make an ar.
|rangement, the arrangement {ouwld not have

been made.”  Fnere is no duplicity in this
ilal‘.gmgc; it denies all knowledge of te

T'he extract, just quoted, which thus libels
the American government and implicates
Mpr. Firskine, is that passage ol Mr, Jack
son's létter wherein he presames to contra
dict the constituted authorities of the United
States, It was of conrse incambent on the
Executive to vindicate his own hogor and
maintain the ontraged diguity of the nation,

Mr, Smith's letter to Mr, Jackson of the
I8t Nov. contains this necessary vindication,
by declaring such insinuations *inddmissi
ble”  Andwhat was Mr Jackson’s answer ?
* I have carefully avoided (says he) drawing
conciusions that did not necessarily foliow
from the premises advanced by wme, and
least of all should I think of uttering an in
sinuation where I was unable to substanti-
nte a fact,” SNyithdewermined pertinacity,
he adds, *and in so doing T must continne.”
—Thus, it is perceived, Ms. Jackson had

1S utes by Mr. )

|
1
|
|
1

L

(inlly correc.”
that the three ¢ ttions are the only terms
upon which Mr, Jackson would accefit any
proffered arrangement, hbwever he might
“receive and discues” propositions of any
other description. He does not any where
in his letters to the Secretary of State deny
it,  All that he saysisin covveborstion of it,
Thes= three conditions are embraced in the
despatch from Mr. Canning to Mr. Frskine,
of the 234 January, and require from the
United States a relinquishment of the car
rying trade, a non intercourse against France
ind hey dependencies, and permission for
Great Britain to enforce the acts of Congres
on the ocean.  Mr, Ja€kson says, indeed,
that he was not jnstructed to renew these
o Lo make any  other proposals ;3 buet he
assigna 18 the sole reqsens fur tie absence of
stich instructions, 1st, that they had Deen
rejected by the American government ; and
2d. that Great Britain would neves
o maintain th : principle recognized by th
couditions, ta wit, * the wetal avd ungus

ond

ons of his sovereign, or the slippery tool of |

were too glaring to be contealed by his ¢hel- |
f g ¥

T'here is no manner of deuht |

cerase |

ment, and his Feneral [etter wf credence
being in the posdession of the governmenc,
he would not be under the necessity of pre-
| EenUIng Any ftew power nor be compelled ta
shew hisinstructions, Luts ctingin hiz nanal
{ envoyal and plenifotential ehis ter, fuil
| taich and credit would'be given to him in
taat shape by the rovernmet with which he

1rac

treated. Mr, Erskineappears o kave ict-
jed in the latter way.,

{ He made this areangement in virtas of
hie general letter of eredence, aua kept
|bis  “weverai” letters of instruetions oy of
view, “ subject (o hin own diver=rion,” it
[if a full friowwer bnd been necassare ta ennl

| Mr. Frsking to conclude t)

e arrangemant,
| Mr. Jackson acknowledees that he Jod (hat
full power in hig por wn, for, sayabe, in

this letter of the 4us of Nov,  the 1v5 rrue

| 27055 in this (Mr. Frski e’8) case took 1he
1’;;‘.«:;1 of a ¥uLE rower.,” And, if a
{frotver had niof been requisite, My
|f:1\'l"~l a very substantinl reason why it was
not necessary : ** No full power (he ohsepy,

inhisletter of Nov. 4th) wase given in tie
| present [ My, Frskine’s] case, because it
| Was not atreaty, butthe materials for

furim
iNg atreaty, that was in conemplarion,” —
|' s, in any view of ths subj M [y
| kine's mode of proceeding and ihe anthe
'[':-.- which he acted, are pronounced hy My
| Juckson to have been correct and suil
I The despatch from Mr. Cannioe to M
Firskine of the 23d of Junusry. wiope .
{ most eoncludive proof that the arraney? ¢
i».rhicln he was autherisved to eoucins - pats
v




